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is this legend alluded to in its history of King Bhoja, who also is the
hero of a long section in it. It does not even contain any allusion to
Vikrama's adventures with the false ascetic and the vetala — the
frame-story of the Vetalapancavirigati, which also appears in the
Vikramacarita, and which is the most familiar, as well as the most
striking and interesting, of all the Vikrama legends in Hindu literature.
If Merutunga had found these splendid stories about Vikrama in his
original, is it likely that he would have past them over, when he re-
produced such very poor and insipid anecdotes as most of those he
relates in this section? — But furthermore: if we look more closely
we shall discover the striking fact that the Prabandhacintamaiji con-
tains not a single anecdote which is found in the orthodox versions
(SR, MR, BR) of the Vikramacarita; but that it does contain the
sections V9 VII, £9, 31 and 32 of JR — in other words all the sec-
tions which are peculiar to JR (except IX, which contains no story-
material, being nothing but a collection of bellettristic stanzas illus-
trating the literary greatness of Vikrama's court), and no other sec-
tions found in JR or any other version of the Vikramacarita! Now if
Merutunga or his authority had used the Jainistic Vikramacarita as
his source, is it conceivable that he should by pure chance have pickt
out of it precisely these five anecdotes, which are peculiar to JR, and
no others? Except VII, they have no religious bearing whatever;
they are certainly neither more conspicuous nor better than the
average of the Vikramacarita stories; and there is no natural con-
necting bond of any sort between them. They are not even associated
in position in JR. So there is, to my mind at least, no conceivable
explanation, for the state of affairs, if we start with the assumption
that the Prabandhacintamani, or the source which it used for its
Vikrama chapter, knew the Vikramacarita (JR), or used it as a source,
Neither is it likely that JR used Merutufiga as a source. Aside
from the fact that Merutunga's date is so late as to make this some-
what unlikely, the five stories in question are told somewhat more
fully, and much better and more clearly, in JE than in Merutunga*
But since some genetic relation between the two is certain, the only
remaining alternative is probably the true one; JE drew these stories
from the same Jainistic book of legends which Merutxi&ga later (?)
used for his Vikrama chapter.
At any rate it seems clear that these stories were drawn from some
Jainistic prabandha (Merutunga or more likely his source) and inserted
secondarily in the Vflbamacarita by the redactor of JE, imtead-of

